Disclaimer:
I have a certain reference point from which I have expressed my understanding here. Any attempts to figure out some of the things I have mentioned that appear to be absurd might be futile. It works as a reminder for me to let go of any philosophical or other rabbitholes, and the demand to understand things which might never be understood. It works as an antidote to the rigidity of mind and helps reduce tension and allow fluidity. Do not interpret it literally.

1) About(reality) is as same as reality, other abouts only correspond to reality, remaining abouts have no link with reality. If the first one is false, about(reality) can be known but not reality itself. Y linked to/in relation to Z and Y = about(Z) mean the same. The reference point (bound by Z) captures "something" (in Y) about(Z).
2) Scope, Domain, Conditions of validity, Limitations of a particular description/framework/model.
3) Categories/Kinds of entities/objects/descriptions/frameworks/models. A category has aspects of other categories (including separability/constant and linking/variable) and so on (interrelated but not separable even though they appear to be).
In case of thinking about content, it appears as if thinking and content are separable but all that is there is the inseparable linking that appears as thinking about content. Any duality has two aspects, separability and linking. One cannot exist without the other. In Mind Linking is something more implicit, separability is explicit. Appears more as seperability than linking, which helps in knowing, understanding and clearly getting point across, but linking is still present in the background. Even when the mind is engaged with tasks dealing with linking/measurement (a more continuous activity), it is still an explicit kind of linking that appears as a separable linking process, so the previous point is still valid and generally true for mind. Other way to think about this is that within the explicit, separability and linking are separable but within the implicit separability and linking are linked. Links also demand change or time (abstract) or linking is time-bound (physical).
4) Things having interdependence/relation(s) between them or not. Check what is actually more fundamental and if others are dependent on it or not. At times, things might be at the same ontological level (dependent or not) whether actually separate or unified but appearing different. Check in what context, anything mentioned (e.g. causality) is.
5) Choice of correct reference point(s) to form any description within a scope/domain/situation.
6) Divisive approach to understand in a way to express it more compactly.
7) Experimentally verified.
8) Trade-off/understanding/adaptability. Fundamental things vs Information (Reducibility/Generalisability/Extensibility/Specificity). If the former has higher amount of distinctiveness and inter-relations, the latter/remainder has lower and vice versa.
9) Non-Duality(Absolute)/Duality, Objectivity = Correctness of Duality captured within itself, Physics = Objectivity captured of the physical, Mathematics = Duality as it is when all its categories (e.g Physical, Nonphysical, Mental, Psychological, Social, Legal, Political, etc. (all in terms of V or Y and not W)) are removed and the remaining "non category" being mathematical or the aspect of duality that has to do with mathematical truth. Mathematical truth is universally and fundamentally valid for all categories (V, W and those dependent on these like X, Y, Z, etc.) and is independent of what Y (V) realises, yet it is correctly realised within Y (V) and requires either X (W) or Z (W) to exist and does not exist if none of X or Z exist, Logical Truth = (Mathematical truth) dp (V) (V implies subject, laws of logic have to do with statements (true/false/V) rather than objects (exist/not exist/W)) (please note that V is not bound by space and time hence logical truth being V type does not necessarily imply that it is totally dependent on causality eventhough the ascertaining of logical truths in terms of statements would still be within causality), Metaphysics = Duality's attempt to capture within itself, the fundamental/ultimate truth of the underlying reality (X,U,Z), little does it realise that it has to collapse and what remains is the reality as it is (Absolute), which is essentially nonduality. There might be scenarios in the physical world in which logical truth might seem to collapse but what actually changes are the physical rules but not the logical rules. An imaginary situation in which laws of logic are assumed to have collapsed, would still be conceived from a reference frame of operation bound by laws of logic. Same is true for mathematical truth.
10) Monism (Physicalism, Idealism, Neutral Monism), Dualism, Spectrum of interdependency or lack of it.

Several definitions to go further:
11) D = Duality/Something/Dependent/Incomplete, N = Non Duality/Nothing/Independent/Complete = (D = 0).
12) Let's denote the innate tendancy of reality to ascertain its own existence as V and the innate tendancy for reality to exist as W. Let I = |D| going from 0 to non zero absolute value where the resultant D is less than any non zero absolute value, written in time-frame. V = V dp I, W = W dp I. Do not think about this. The existence of the tendancy, W = tendancy to exist, existence and tendancy go hand in hand. Existence of tendancy to ascertain is the tendancy to ascertain, existence of ascertaining is the ascertaining (they go hand in hand). Tendancy to exist or existence of tendancy just pose a question of what came first, time (analogous to tendancy) or space (analogous to existence) but they go hand in hand. V=subject property, W=object property. Whether V and W go hand in hand (where |D| is non zero but less than any non zero absolute value, might be true for non hard physicalism) or V requires a prior non zero W is questionable (like in hard physicalism (Z type non zero W), V itself is bound within space and time and does not go hand in hand with Z since V eventhough subjected to I, is still localised and timebound within the greater Z type D).

Non Dual "acausally splits" into a certain type non zero W and V irrespective of whether V and W go together or V is bound by W (in case of Hard Physicalism), or W is bound by V (like in 20) 6. which is a bit outlandish).


13) Let's denote a dependency function as 'dp' and an inverse function to break dependency as 'idp'. The order of the operands does not matter.
13) Y = V dp (D with the following: Separation, Constant, Exist, Space, Relation/Link, Variable, Happen, Time, something/structure/content, kind/category/theme, discrete/continuous, counting/measuring, value, reference point and its localisation, (Reducibility/Generalisability/Extensibility/Specificity)). Information here is interpretation of V,W,X,Y,Z by Y and their inter-connectedness if any. Y means that D ascertains some existence. Separability is discrete and discrete is in relation to continuous, space is continuous and continuous is in relation to discrete, generally speaking, one category has aspects of or is in realtion to other categories. What makes things seem exactly graspable or exacly not graspable or "exactly" uncertain is analogous to maintaining a localised/timebound rigid reference point (f(D) dp V).

A gross interpretation of this is as follows:

1. Something exists in space leading to separability and it changes in relation with time.
Explanation in terms of the "happen" aspect of the duality conveyed by this statement.

2. Existence of something in space is analogous to separability and its change is in relation with time.
The aspect of duality responsible for this explanation is "exist".

We do not divide further since it is an endless process. "Happen" aspect is dependent on "Exist" aspect and vice versa and further on others and so on which is an endless pit. This is thought of w.r.t physical time since thought is physical space/time bound.


Separability(X,Y,Z)/Counting(Y) is intrinsic and what is responsible for natural numbers. Counting is objective. Measuring is in relation with another, hence we have measurement systems. Two measurement systems might have different "values" for the same number, the units of a measurement system are what makes these same numbers have different meaningful values. Measurement systems are a necessity without which there is no such thing as an objective measurement. Natural numbers devoid of any measurement system, still are meaningful since they are what counting results in which is exact. Other numbers are devoid of meaning if measurement systems were to be removed. Well, numbers are just numbers independent of any of the above eventhough, numbers are a generalisation that results from counting and measurement but devoid of any measurement systems.


14) Z = W dp (PD = (D with the following: Space/Separation, Time/Change, Discrete/Continuous, Matter/Energy, Information/Configuration of Z)) = the existence of objective Physical reality irrespective of any reference point to observe/measure/understand. Z means that PD exists. PD = Physical Duality.
17) Why does physical become aware? Assume that Y is entirely dependent on Z. In such a case, a natural question arises as to why Z produces Y. To fill this gap, let's introduce another variable X that denotes the non physical. X = (Y idp V) dp W. X means that D exists but not as PD.
18) The only valid temporary answer seems soft physicalism.
19) Some other interrelations between V,W,X,Y,Z.
20) If some part of Y is independent of Z, only that part of X exists for which Y is dependent on it, the remaining part of Y depends on some part of Z less than the total Z.
         1. Y entirely depends upon Z (Physicalism). V dependent on Z, V is bound within Z (Hard Physicalism) or V goes hand in hand with Z (Soft Physicalism).
	 2. (Y idp V) depends on Z but V depends on X (Only X corresponding to V exists).
	 3. Y partially depends on X and Z.
	 4. Y only depends on X but Z exists.
 	 5. Y only depends on X but Z does not exist.
	 6. Additionally Y is all that is there and X and Z are merely bound by Y in which case only V is there but not W.
21) X, Z have a wider span than their portions occupied by Y. Think through all possibilities.
22) Another possibility is that X and Z appear to have the same underlying reality U that exists which is neither X nor Z and whose category is indeterminate.
23) Y in one of the above setups trying to ascertain the existence of the above setups or anything else belonging to U,V,W,X,Y,Z when only one of those setups is actually true.
24) Check what among U,V,W,X,Y,Z something belongs to. E.g. Actual Free will/Determinism/Randomness (belonging to X or Z) vs feeling of them (belonging to Y).
25) In hard physicalism, there are two non duals one corresponding to Z type W and the other corresponding to V since V is bound within Z type W. This separation of non duals is their dualistic picture bound by physical time and space. It is like saying that at some point of physical time, physical acausally "started" becoming aware and the other acausal event being big bang as a prior necessary condition. Since this assumes two non dual points, this view is inherently flawed eventhough it works for objective description of all phenomena reduced to Z. Alternate suggestion would be soft physicalism in which the physical has an innate tendancy to be aware of itself and this tendancy goes hand in hand with the existence of the physical. Both are interdependent and have the same non dual point (which is not even a point since point is in relation with another point) but physical domain might exist independent of awareness (not to be confused with the innate tendancy to be aware in which case physical can never exist independently of this innate tendancy to be aware and also vice versa). In hard physicalism the physical can exist independent of the tendancy to be aware let alone just awareness.

Important: Duality (D) is like an abstraction/model/configuration. D is general duality, P.D is a specific duality. V or W combined with general D or any specific D, results in some setup of reality. Either V or W is a disturbance from global equilibrium (nonduality). Absence of any disturbances imply that even global equilibrium as such does not remain (since it is global w.r.t local and vice versa), this is the global equilibrium. :-)

26) Go through all possibilities till no reference point is left to go anywhere.